MOSLEM SCHISMS AND SECTS

neither inherit nor can he bequeath. His predecessors
among the Mu'tazilah, who agreed with him as regards fate
and secession, said of the person holding communication
with a Sultan, that he was a shameful person, but could not
be called either a believer or an unbeliever. Murdar, how-
ever, held that such a person was an unbeliever. It is a
152 wonder that the Sultan of his time refrained from killing
him, considering his condemnation of the Sultan himself
and of those who associated with him. He also* claimed
that Allah could act tyrannically and lie; for if he really
carried out what he was able to do in the way of tyranny
and lying, Allah would become a tyrannous and lying God.
Abu-Zufar reports of al-Murdar that he admitted that a
deed could exist which was the result of two< created doers,
the deed being created in the way of generation. He held
this view in spite of the fact that he rejected the opinion of
the Sunnites that a deed could result from two doers, one
of them being creator and the other acquirer. Al-Murdar
also claimed that he who admitted that Allah could be seen
by the eye though without form, is an unbeliever, while he
who doubts that such a man is an unbeliever, is an unbe-
liever himself; and so is the man who- has doubts of the
man who doubts, and so on ad infinitwn. The rest of the
Mu'tazilah agreed to condemn only him who admitted that
Allah could be seen when man confronted him, or when
the rays of the sight of the seer reached the seen. Those
who assert that there is sight, are united in condemning
al-Murdar, as well as those who doubt his condemnation.
The Mu'tazilah report that when death came to al-Murdar
he gave the dying command that his goods should be given
as alms and that none of his possessions were to> be given
to his heirs. Abu-al-Husain al-Khaiyat tried to excuse him
for this, saying: "The right to some of his goods was ques-
tionable, and the poor had a claim on them." By this excuse
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